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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways/District 6 ,

126 East Ash Street Ay
Springfield, IL 62704-4792

Re: U.S 67 (FAP 310)
Jacksonville to Macomb
Draft Environmental impact Statement - -

Dear Mr. Modeer:

The Hlinois Department of Agriculture (IDA) has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) that was prepared for the proposed improvement of U.S. 67 between
Jacksonville and Macomb from a 2-lane facility to a 4-lane partial access controlled,
divided expressway. Our review was completed to determine the project's compliance with
IDOT’s Agricultural Land Preservation Policy and with the state’s Farmland Preservation
Act (505 ILCS 75/1 et seq.).

The proposed improvement includes a common segment from Beardstown to Macomb.
Two alternatives are proposed between Jacksonvilie and Beardstown. Altemative A begins
at the Jacksonville Bypass and follows existing U.S. 67 to just east of the Arenzville-
Concord Road, where it extends north-northwest on new alignment to Beardstown.
- Alternative E generally follows existing U.S. 67 from the Jacksonvilie Bypass to
Beardstown. - ' : '

The agricultural impacts of both Altematives (including the common segment) are similar.
‘More Prime and Important farmland would be converted on Altermative A, but more
secondary agricultural impacts will occur if Alternative E is constructed. Alternative A
requires the acquisition of 1,873 acres of all types of land (including 1,255 acres of Prime
farmiand and 437 acres of Important farmland). Alternative E requires the acquisition of
1,722 acres of all types of land (including 1,174 acres Prime farmland and 423 acres of
Important farmland). Alternative A has fewer affected farms, Centennial farms, landlocked
parcels, and displacements. Alternative E has fewer severed farms and adverse travel.

Because the agricultural impacts of both Alternatives are similar and because the IDOT is
seeking to minimize the project's agricultural impacts, the IDA would consider either
Alternative as being in compliance with the IDOT's Agricultural Land Preservation Policy
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and with the state's Farmiand Preservation Act.

Should you have questions regarding our review of the DEIS or our comments contained
herein, please call Jim Hartwig of my staff at 217-785-4470.

Sincerely,

Yhuaen et ————

Warren D. Goetsch, P.E. ,
Division Manager, Natural Resources

WG:JH

cc:  Director Joe Hampton, IDA
Joan Messina, IDA
Mike Williams, IDA
John Cross, IDA
John Herath, IDA
Steven Frank, IDA
Kevin Rund, iIFB
Glenn Hardy, Morgan County SWCD
Glenda Cox, Cass County SWCD
Larry Shelts. Schuyler County SWCD
Duane Mansir, McDonough County SWCD



Illinois Department of Agriculture

The Illinois Department of Agriculture did not submit comments requiring response or
resolution.
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Mr. Norman Stoner, P.E.
Division Administrator

Federal Highway Adminisirazion
3230 Executive Park Drive
Springfieid, Iilinois 67703

Dear Mr. Stoner:
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As requested, the Department of the Interio (Department) has reviewed the Draz Eavironmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) for US-67 (FAP-310) sway from Jacksonviile to Macomb in
Morgan, Cass, Schuyler, and MeDonough Counties, Minois, prepared by the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) and the Hlinois Depariment of Transponation (IDOT). We cffer the
following comments and recommendations for your consideration ‘
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Section 4(f) Comments

Section 4.7 of the DEIS identifies four structures that may be eligible for the National Register o“\
Historic Places (NRHP). The DEIS notes that none of these preperties would be directly affected
by the selected alignment. The DEIS also indicates that numerous archaeological sites were

found which may be eligible for the NRHP. These sites will require subsurface evaluation should
they be impacted by the final highway alignment. We understand that once detailed construction
plans are prepared for highway sections near each of these properties, the Illinois State Historic > 1
Preservation Qfficer (SHPO) will have the opportunity to review the plans to deterfiine whether

the project will have any effects on the structures and/or archeological sites. If further
investigation determines that either the structures or archeological sites are eligible for the NRHP
and that they will be impacted by the highway alignment, a Section 4(f) Evaluation may need to be
prepared. Please continue to consult with the SHPO and the Advisary Council on Historic
Preservation on this matter. J

Environmental Impact Statement

The DEIS provides detailed analysis of two aiternative alignments for constructing a 4-lane,
partial access-controlled, divided expressway approximately 56 miles in length. The document
adequately describes the fish and wildlife resources in the project area and the potential impacts of
the alternative alignments on these resources. Alternative E would have less adverse impact to



U.S. Department of the Interior—Office of the Secretary

Comment 1: Section 4.7 of the Draft EIS addresses potential historic and archaeological sites
that may be eligible for the NRHP and may be impacted. Continue to work with the Illinois
Historic Preservation Agency during preparation of detailed construction plans to
determine whether any of these sites will be impacted. Section 4(f) Evaluation may need to
be prepared if any sites or structures are impacted.

Response 1: Your comuments are noted. It has been determined that historic properties
potentially eligible for the National Register would not be directly affected by Alterative E.
It has also been determined that no archaeological sites associated with Native American
tribes were found within the project corridor. Additionally, cemeteries would be avoided by
Alternative E. It is recognized that as the project moves into the design phase that some
adjustiments in alignment could potentially affect archaeological and historic properties. If
these properties are encountered, further historic and archaeological consultation and
investigation would be done in the next steps of the project. Additionally, if the site(s) are
determined to have national significance, a 4(f) evaluation will be performed.
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The Departmant has a continuing intarest in »ﬁ-ﬂr(.rg with the FHWA and the IDOT to ensure
ihat project impacts to respurces of concem to the Department are adequately addrsssed. For
continued coordinaticn related to fish and wildlifz resources, aswell as threatened and

endangered species, please contact the Field Supervisor, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Rock
Isiand Field Office, 4469 48th Avanue Court, Rock Isiand, Tllinois, 61201-9213, Telephone: (309)
793-5800, Fax: (309) 793-5804.

We appreciate the opportunity to review the decument and provide comments.
Sincerely,

Lo 7"5@

Michael T. Chezik
Regional Environmental Officer
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Comment 2: We support IDNR's recommendation that Alternative E be selected as the
preferred alignment.

Response 2: We note your support for selection of Alternative E as the preferred alignment.
IDOT selected Alternative E as the preferred alignment, as indicated in this Final EIS.

Comment 3: There is a discrepancy in the Draft EIS concerning impacts to the Beardstown
Marsh Natural Area; Section 4.3.5.4 states .08 hectares (0.21 acres) would be directly
impacted; Section 4.3.3.2 states that none of the Natural Area would be directly impacted.

Response 3: The Final EIS has been corrected to indicate in Section 4.3.3.2 that the
Beardstown Marsh Illinois Natural Area (INAI site} is impacted.

Comment 4: The Record of Decision {(ROD) should not be finalized and signed until
consultation is completed on the Biological Assessment (BA).

Response 4: The Biological Assessment has been completed and has been forwarded to the
appropriate agencies for review. The Record of Decision for the Final EIS will not be signed
until the Biological Assessment consultation has been completed.



llinois Department of 'I'ransportahon

Division of Aeronautics
1 Langhorne Bond Drive / Springfield, lllinois / 62707-8415

August 9, 2001

Mr. Larry Martin

CH2Mhill

8501 West Higgins road -
Suite 300 :
Chicago, lliinois 60631-2801

Re: U.S. 67 (FAP310) DEIS
Dear Mr. Martin:

The Division has réwewed the above referenced document and has
determined it to be consistent with our statewide plans and programs for the
aviation system

Thank you for the opportunity to review the document.

Respectfully yours,

— =} —é__,_,g Q\-\—L}“‘\
Q V. Bildili,

Chief Engineer 7 _ . . .



Illinois Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics

The lllinois Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics did not submit
comments requiring response or resolution.
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Rz: Comments on the DEIS for U.S. Route 67, Berwesen Jacksonville and Macomb. Himnois - EIS

No, 019262

Dear Mr, Stoner:

in accordance with the U.S. Eavironmental Protection Agency's (U.S. EPA’s) responsibiliiies
under both the National Eavironmental Policy Act and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act we
have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DELS) for the proposal w provide
additional highway capacity on U.S. Route 67 from Jacksonville to Macomb, [llinois, The siated
neads for the project are: transportation continuity and tmproved economic stability, rural access,
ravel efficiency and economic development.

The DEIS evaluates a single alignment alternative from the Jacksonville bypass to a point east of
Chapin, two different alignmenr alternatives from a point east of Chapin to a peint south of
Beardstown, and a single alignment alternative from a point south of Beardstown. o a point 2ast
of Macomb. The twao different alignment alternatives between a point east of Chapin and a point
south of Beardstown are called Alternative A and Alternative E. Generally, Alternative E's
alignment follows the alignment of the existing U.8. Route 67, while Alternative A’'s alignment
would be a new alignment. The single alignment, which extends from a point south of
Beardstown, to a point east of Macomb, generally follows the alignment of the existing U.S.
Route 67; it also inciudes bypasses at Rushvilie and Industry. The DEIS does not include a
preferred alternative. We have the following comments about the DEIS.

We are concerned about how the purpose and need are justified. The DEIS states that, by the
design vear for U.5. Route 67, the traffic volume on portions of the roadway will exceed (1)
IDOT's wavel criterion: of a maximwn of 800 vehicles per hour on a two-lane rural highway, and
(2) the maximum service volume for LOS C, the operational criterion for this type of highway.
However, the DEIS does not describe which pertions of U.S. Route 67 will exceed these enteria ? 1
If minor portions of the roadway will exceed these criteria by the design year, then it weuld not
be necessary o implement a solution throughout the entire project arsa. The DEIS shouid
specify which portions of U.S. Route 67 will exceed the operational ¢riteria at the design year.

RecyslenMacyalnnle - Prniad wir Yeaeiabie (1 Saseq inks o0 $0% Aeswoied Paocer [20% Posteorrsioreer

Next Page




	Cover
	Signed Cover Sheet
	Executive Summary
	Table of Contents
	Acronym List
	Section 1 - Purpose and Need
	Section 2 - Affected Environment
	Section 3 - Alternatives
	Section 4 - Environmental Consequences
	Section 5 - Agency Coordination and Public Involvement
	Section 6 - List of Preparers
	Section 7 - References
	Appendicies
	A - Tax Impact Information
	B - Cooperating Agency Agreements
	C - NEPA/404 Coordination
	D - Scoping Process Coordination
	E - Schuy-Rush Lake: 4(f) Eligibility Determination
	F - Miscellaneous Coordination
	G - Special Waste Surveys
	H - Cultural Resource Surveys
	I - Floodplain Maps
	J - Wetland Information
	K - Farmland Conversion/1006 Forms
	L - Draft EIS Comments
	M - Draft 404(b)(1) Evaluation Report

	Tables
	Figures and Exhibits

	Next Page: Next Page


